
From: 	 Borinsky, Susan (FTA) 
To: 	 Zelasko, Elizabeth (FTA) 
Sent: 	 4/28/2010 8:30:06 AM 
Subject: 	 RE: Plans for Drilling along Honolulu Alignment 

I'll wait to hear from you whether we need to escalate this to Peter. Sounds like we may not have to, unless we think 
that the borings might jeopardize the PA signing. 

From: Zelasko, Elizabeth (FTA) 
Sent: Wednesday, April 28, 2010 2:27 PM 
To: Bausch, Carl (FTA); Borinsky, Susan (FTA) 
Subject: RE: Plans for Drilling along Honolulu Alignment 

Susan, 

The subject of the borings came up during our teleconference yesterday. We requested more information from the 
City and expressed our concern about the perception of the boring activity prior to the PA being signed. The City said 
that they have had their Archaeological Inventory Survey plan for the first 7.4 miles of the transit corridor approved by 
the SHPD.  I  am comparing this information now to the PA to make sure there are no conflicts. 

The City and their consultants acknowledged FTA's concern and seemed inclined to go forward with the boring plans 
anyway. We requested that the City is very clear in their public announcements regarding the activity and allow FTA 
review prior to they are sent out and to send us recent correspondence with the SHPD related to their archeology plan. 
My impression was we did not say that we approved or disapproved their plan to go forward with the test borings. 

Liz 

From: Bausch, Carl (FTA) 
Sent: Wednesday, April 28, 2010 2:17 PM 
To: Borinsky, Susan (FTA); Zelasko, Elizabeth (FTA) 
Subject: RE: Plans for Drilling along Honolulu Alignment 

I  believe that you have captured the essence of the issue/problem, Susan. Carl 

From: Borinsky, Susan (FTA) 
Sent: Wednesday, April 28, 2010 2:15 PM 
To: Zelasko, Elizabeth (FTA); Bausch, Carl (FTA) 
Subject: Plans for Drilling along Honolulu Alignment 

Does this sound right? Please revise as necessary. 

DRAFT 
Peter and Dorval- 
The FTA team working on the NEPA review for the Honolulu project seek your guidance. The City and County of 
Honolulu (project sponsor) authorized its contractor (Kiewit) to undertake six (?) borings (7 foot diameter, 70 - 120 feet 
deep) along the project alignment. The City views this as geotechnical work normally associated with preliminary 
engineering. The City may be motivated to keep up cash flow to the contractor. The NEPA and New Starts 
processes are taking considerably longer than the City had anticipated when it signed the contract with Kiewit, and the 
City may be feeling the need to provide work to Kiewit in the interim before the project may advance to final design. 

FTA staff is conscious that such drillings will receive considerable local attention. In particular, performing these 
drillings before the historic preservation (Section 106) programmatic agreement is signed may be objectionable to the 
sensitive consulting parties. Admittedly, if any historical/archaeological materials were to be discovered during the 
borings, there are national procedures to deal with such discoveries. FTA, however, has found it challenging to arrive 
at the current national and local consensus on the historic aspects of the Honolulu project. FTA staff believes that 
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borings executed before the programmatic agreement is signed may upset the consulting parties and perhaps even 
delay the signing of the programmatic agreement, which FTA hopes will be finalized in the next several weeks along 
with the FEIS. 

Consequently, FTA staff (TPE, IX, and TCC) recommend that these borings be deferred until after the programmatic 
agreement is in place. The City is almost certain to object to a delay. Please advise. Susan 
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